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employed against the proposal for the final extinction of the
platform. The precedents of those times were evidently
very much in the minds of the leaders of the Opposition,
who knew what it meant to place the Government of the
day beyond the reach of criticism, and Lord Derby had
declared that public meetings had shortened the American
War. There was a further stimulus to concerted action of
this kind. The Government had, in Fox's words, an
"alliance out of doors," i.e. a great organisation made up
partly of disinterested and frightened patriots, but largely
of contractors, officials, dependants, which asserted that the
country approved of the Government's Bills. A great meeting
of the Whig Club was held in November 1795 with Bedford
in the chair, and Fox said there ought to be meetings every-
where, and a resolution was passed that meetings of the
people in their respective districts should be immediately
called for the purpose of petitioning Parliament against the
Bill.1 The result was an agitation of some dimensions,
though unhappily it did not influence the House of
Commons. Fox himself presided over a mass meeting in
Palace Yard, Westminster, on the i6th of November. The
London Corresponding Society held a great meeting a few
days earlier, and other meetings, including one at Edin-
burgh, were held in various parts of the country. According
to the History of the Two Acts, sixty-five petitions were
presented for the Bill with 30,000 signatures, and ninety-four
petitions against with over 130,000. An amusing example
is given in that publication of the influence of Government
officials, in a letter analysing the signatures to a counter-
petition in favour of the Bills from Portsmouth, which
showed that the petition was signed by forty-seven persons,
and every one of them was either a contractor, or a revenue
officer, or a public official in the service of the Government.
The Whig Club held another meeting on iQth October J79S,2
at which Fox declared that the sense of the country had
1 Jephson, History of the Two Acts, vol. i. p. 209.
3 History of the Two Acts, p, 780.